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RESPONSE TO INTERVIEW SUMMARY AND REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 

Dear Sir: 

Applicants appreciate the issuance of the Notice of Allowance with the accompanying 
Interview Summary and statement of the Examiner's reasons for allowance. However, 
Applicants wish to respond to and clarify these statements. 

With respect to the Interview Summary, Applicants submit, as they did during the 
Interview, that claims 1, 2, 4-6, and 8 were cancelled in order to permit claims to 9-20 to proceed 
to issuance, without comment as to their patentability. Applicants did not cancel the claims in 
order to distinguish an invention from the prior art, to the extent that statement is understood by 
Applicants. Applicants expressly reserved the right to file a continuation application directed to 
the scope of former claims 1-8, and may indeed exercise that right. Furthermore, Applicants 
perfected their claim of priority on June 9, 2003, which resulted in the Stevens reference, among 
others, being withdrawn as prior art during prosecution. 



Response to October 18, 2007 Office Action 
Application No. 11/152,566 



With respect to the Examiner's reasons for allowance, this response is a disavowal of any 
acquiescence in any particular claim interpretation that might be attributed to the Examiner in the 
reason for allowance. Claim interpretation is established as a matter of law by the courts during 
appropriate adversarial proceedings. Any comment made by the Examiner is not necessarily 
shared by Applicants. Applicants do not waive any right to establish any claim interpretation, 
albeit different or even contrary to the Examiner's interpretation, that can be supported by the 
record in this matter. 

Moreover, while Applicants believe at least the allowed claims are allowable at least for 
the reasons of record, there might be other bases for allowability not yet fully explored or 
established. The reason for allowance sets forth only one view expressed by the Examiner. 



Respectfully submitted. 
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